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(57) ABSTRACT 

In the method for evaluating a Welded part, it is performed 
to make an inspection press member press the Welded part 
for connecting a plurality of Wires With each other to apply 
a predetermined compressive load on the Welded part. Next, 
it is performed to measure an amount of strain of the Welded 
part When it is subjected to the compressive load. The 
evaluation of the Welded part in Welding condition is carried 
out by judging Whether or not the measured amount of strain 
is Within a predetermined range. 

8 Claims, 13 Drawing Sheets 
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METHOD FOR EVALUATING A WELDED 
PART 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention relates to a method for evaluating 
a Welded part on production. More particularly, the present 
invention relates to a method for evaluating Whether the 

Welded part has a strength more than a desired strength. 

In a manufacturing process for electrical products, for 
example, there is a process of electrically connecting con 
ductive members With each other through a Welded part. 
Here, the producing order of such a Welded part is described 
by one example of electrical Wires as the conductive mem 

bers, in brief. 

For instance, it is carried out to arrange respective cores 
of plural Wires betWeen an ultrasonic horn and an anvil and 
further carried out to apply a compression and ultrasonic 
vibrations on the cores of the Wires pinched betWeen the 
ultrasonic horn and the anvil. Then, the resulting ultrasonic 
energy alloWs the cores to be molten thereby producing a 
Welded part among the cores. FIGS. 1A, 1B and 1C shoWs 
various Welded forms each obtained by connecting a plu 
rality of Wires W With each other through a Welded part (or 
Welded part) 105 in accordance With the above-mentioned 
Welding order. As for the Welded part 105 by ultrasonic 
Welding etc., it is subsequently carried out to inspect 
Whether the Welded part 105 is in an appropriate Welded 
condition or not in order to prevent shipment of defective 
products. 

FIGS. 2A, 2B and 2C shoW one conventional method for 
evaluating such a Welded part. According to the conven 
tional evaluation method, on condition of ?xing one Wire W, 
a predetermined tensile force fl is applied on the other Wire 
W. Thus, by acting the tensile force f1 on the Welded part 
105, it is estimated Whether the Welded condition is proper 
or not. In detail, if the Welded part 105 is not broken in spite 
of the application of the tensile force f1, then it is judged that 
the Welded part 105 is nondefective. While, if the structure 
105 is broken, it is judged that the structure 105 is defective. 

As the other conventional evaluation method for such a 
Welded part, FIGS. 3, 4 and 5 shoW one evaluation method 
disclosed in US. Pat. Publication No. 6,393,924. According 
to this evaluation method, as shoWn in FIG. 3, a Welded part 
105 is pinched betWeen holding parts 106a, 107a of a pair 
of arm members 106, 107. In this state, a compressive force 
f2 is applied on the Welded part 105 in order to judge 
Whether such a Welded condition is proper or not. In detail, 
on the application of the compressive force f2 on the Welded 
part 105, it is judged that a product With the structure is 105 
is nondefective unless it is broken as shoWn in FIG. 4. 
While, if the Welded part 105 is broken as shoWn in FIG. 5, 
then it is judged that the product is defective. 

In the conventional evaluation methods mentioned above, 
hoWever, it is noted that the Welded part 105 is subjected to 
such a tensile or compressive force that the part 105 might 
be broken. That is, a product on completion of the above 
inspection is not Worthy of being a good product even if the 
Welded part is not broken. Therefore, since the above 
evaluation methods require some evaluation samples to be 
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2 
picked up from a How of products, an amount of production 
is in?uenced due to the presence of evaluation samples. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

Under such a situation, it is therefore an object of the 
present invention to provide a method for evaluating a 
Welded part, Which does not incur Waste due to evaluation 
inspection, With high reliability. 
The above-mentioned object can be solved by providing 

a method for evaluating a Welded part, comprising: applying 
a predetermined compressive load for inspection on the 
Welded part; measuring an amount of strain (strain value) of 
the Welded part When the compressive load is applied 
thereon; and evaluating the Welding condition of the Welded 
part by judging Whether or not the amount of strain on 
measurement is included in a predetermined range. 

Generally, in a defective Welded part having its Welding 
condition of loW strength, Welded elements (eg Wire cores) 
forming the Welded part are arranged roughly, so that the 
Welded part reaches a yield point by a small compressive 
load. While, in a nondefective Welded part having its Weld 
ing condition of high strength, Welded elements forming the 
Welded part are arranged closely, so that the Welded part 
reaches a yield point by a large compressive load. Corre 
sponding to such a difference in compressive load causing a 
yield betWeen the defective Welded part and the nondefec 
tive Welded part, there is a great difference in strain value 
corresponding to the compressive load about the yield point 
therebetWeen. Therefore, While making use of such a char 
acteristic difference betWeen the defective Welded part and 
the nondefective Welded part, if the inspection is carried out 
at a compressive load such that the defective Welded part of 
loW strength Would be deformed While exceeding its yield 
point and the nondefective Welded part of high strength 
Would be elastically deformed Without exceeding its yield 
point, then it becomes possible to estimate the Welding 
condition of one Welded part by detecting its amount of 
strain under the compressive load. Further, since this com 
pressive load for the inspection is so small as to alloW the 
Welded elements of the nondefective Welded part to be 
deformed elastically, all of the articles equipped With the 
nondefective Welded parts after the inspection can be used as 
formal products, Whereby it is possible to inspect all of 
manufactured articles in Welding evaluation. 

In a preferred embodiment of the invention, the compres 
sive load may be applied on a part of the surface of the 
Welded part. 

In this case, since there is remained an inspection trace on 
the surface of the Welded part after the inspection, it is 
possible for an inspection staff to visibly con?rm Whether 
the corresponding article has been inspected or not. Addi 
tionally, since this evaluation method alloWs a compressive 
load at the inspection to be reduced, it is possible to 
miniaturiZe and simplify an inspecting apparatus embodying 
the method. Since the compressive load at the inspection is 
applied to only part of the Welded part, it is possible to 
reduce the damage on the Welded part at the inspection. 
On the assumption of applying the predetermined com 

pressive load for inspection on the Welded part, the above 
method for evaluating the Welded part further may comprise: 
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sampling information about yield loads corresponding to 
Welding degrees of a plurality of Welded parts in their 
Welding conditions; making a correspondence data consist 
ing of the Welding degrees and the corresponding yield 
loads; and searching a relationship betWeen the Welding 
degrees and the yield loads, Wherein the compressive load 
for inspection is determined on the ground of the searched 
relationship. 

Then, since the compressive load at the inspection is a 
value of high reliability based on the correspondence data, 
it is possible to exclude a Welded part of loW strength in 
Welding condition certainly. 

In the preferred embodiment, there are established, as the 
Welding degrees of the Welded parts, a loW-strength Zone 
Where Welded elements forming the Welded part are 
arranged roughly, a high-strength Zone Where Welded ele 
ments forming the Welded part are arranged closely and a 
normal-strength Zone Where Welded elements forming the 
Welded part are arranged With an intermediate density 
betWeen the loW-strength Zone and the high-strength Zone, 
and the compressive load for inspection is determined Within 
a range of yield loads of the Welded parts included in the 
normal-strength Zone. 

In this case, oWing to the establishment of one buffer area 

named “normal-strength Zone”, the reliability of inspection 
is so improved that it is possible to exclude manufactured 
articles having loW strength in Welding condition certainly. 

In the above evaluation method, the Welded part has a 
plurality of Wires Welded With each other. 

In this case, it is possible to obtain the above-mentioned 
effects for the Welded part of a plurality of Wires. 

In the above evaluation method, the Welded part may be 
formed by means of ultrasonic Welding. 

Also in this case, it is possible to obtain the above 
mentioned effects for the Welded part formed by means of 
ultrasonic Welding. 

In the above evaluation method, the compressive load 
may be applied on the Welded part through an inspection 
press member that is adapted so as to press the surface of the 
Welded part. 

In this case, it is possible for an inspection staff to con?rm 
an inspection trace remained on the surface of the Welded 

part after the inspection visually and easily. 
In the above evaluation method, the inspection press 

member may be provided With a Wedge-shaped tip. 

In this case, oWing to the Wedge-shaped tip of the inspec 
tion press member, it is possible for an inspection staff to 
con?rm an inspection trace remained on the surface of the 

Welded part after the inspection visually and easily. 
In the above evaluation method, the inspection press 

member may be provided With a rounded tip. 

Also in this case, oWing to the rounded tip of the inspec 
tion press member, it is possible for an inspection staff to 
con?rm an inspection trace remained on the surface of the 

Welded part after the inspection visually and easily. 
These and other objects and features of the present 

invention Will become more fully apparent from the folloW 
ing description and appended claims taken in conjunction 
With the accompanying draWings. 
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BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIGS. 1A, 1B and 1C are perspective vieWs of various 
Welding forms, each shoWing Welded parts of Wires by 
ultrasonic Welding; 

FIGS. 2A, 2B and 2C are perspective vieWs each shoWing 
tensile tests of the Welded part of the Wires in various 

Welding forms; 
FIG. 3 is a perspective vieW shoWing the conventional 

compression test of a Welded part of Wires; 
FIG. 4 is a front vieW shoWing, in prior art, the Welded 

part of the Wires under the compression test When the Welded 
part is nondefective; 

FIG. 5 is a front vieW shoWing, in prior art, the Welded 
part of the Wires under the compression test When the Welded 
part is defective; 

FIG. 6 is a perspective vieW shoWing the inspection of the 
Welded part of Wires in accordance With one embodiment of 

the present invention; 
FIGS. 7A, 7B and 7C are sectional diagrams taken along 

line 7—7 of FIG. 6, in Which FIG. 7A is a sectional diagram 
of the Welded part having a loW strength (—30%) in Welded 
condition, FIG. 7B is a sectional diagram of the Welded part 
having a normal strength (0%) in Welded condition and FIG. 
7C is a sectional diagram of the Welded part having a high 
strength (+50%) in Welded condition; 

FIG. 8 is a characteristic diagram of the Welded part of a 
loW strength in Welded condition in accordance With one 
embodiment of the present invention, shoWing the relation 
ship betWeen compressive load thereon and strain; 

FIG. 9 is a characteristic diagram of the Welded part of a 
high strength in Welded condition in accordance With one 
embodiment of the present invention, shoWing the relation 
ship betWeen compressive load in its loWer range thereon 
and strain; 

FIG. 10 is a characteristic diagram of the Welded part of 
a high strength in Welded condition in accordance With one 
embodiment of the present invention, shoWing the relation 
ship betWeen compressive load Within its Wider range 
including a yield point and strain; 

FIG. 11 is a characteristic diagram of the relationship 
betWeen Welding evaluation of the Welded part (Welding 
condition) and breaking load, shoWing one embodiment of 
the present invention; 

FIGS. 12A and 12B shoW the embodiment of the present 
invention, in Which FIG. 12A is a plan vieW shoWing a press 
area (cross-hatching) of the Welded part and FIG. 12B is a 
perspective vieW of the Welded part after inspection; 

FIG. 13 is a perspective vieW shoWing the inspection of 
the Welded part of Wires, in a different Welding form; and 

FIG. 14 is a perspective vieW shoWing the inspection of 
the Welded part of Wires, in a different Welding form. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENT 

An embodiment of the present invention Will be described 
With reference to draWings. 
As shoWn in FIG. 6, a plurality of Wires W are connected 

With each other through the intermediary of a Welded part 
(structure) 1. This Welded part 1 is completed by melting 
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core lines 2 of the plural Wires W by means of ultrasonic 
energy. In ultrasonic Welding to form the Welded part 2, the 
core lines 2 of the Wires W are held betWeen an ultrasonic 

horn and an anvil both of Which are not shoWn in the ?gure 
and subsequently, the core lines 2 are subjected to ultrasonic 
vibrations. As a result, the core lines 2 are molten by 
ultrasonic energy, providing the Welded part 1. 

Next, the evaluation method of the Welded part 1 Will be 
described beloW. In accordance With the evaluation method, 
there are employed an inspection press member 3 for 
pressing a surface 1a of the Welded part 1 to apply a 
compressive load F thereon, compressive-load control 
means (not shoWn) for controlling a pressure (compressive 
load) F of the member 3 and strain measuring means (also 
not shoWn) for detecting an amount of strain of the Welded 
part 1 to Which a compressive force is applied by the 
inspection press member 3. In estimation, it is carried out to 
apply a predetermined compressive load to the Welded part 
1 by pressing the surface 1a through the inspection press 
member 3. Then, by judging Whether an amount of strain of 
the Welded part 1 is Within a designated range or not, the 
Welding condition about the Welded part 1 is estimated. 

The reason Why the detection of strain in applying the 
compressive load to the Welded part 1 alloWs the Welding 
condition to be evaluated is as folloWs. 

Here, it should be noted that the strength of the Welded 
part 1 depends on the Welding condition. As shoWn in FIG. 
7A, When the Welded part 1 has a loW strength (—30%) in 
Welding condition, the core lines 2 as members to be Welded 
are arranged roughly. Conversely, as shoWn in FIG. 7C, 
When the Welded part 1 has a high strength (+50%) in 
Welding condition, the core lines 2 are arranged closely. As 
shoWn in FIG. 7B, When the Welded part 1 has a normal 
strength (0%) in Welding condition, the core lines 2 are 
arranged With an intermediate density betWeen that of FIG. 
7A and that of FIG. 7C. 

The meaning of the above percentage representing vari 
ous Welding conditions Will be described beloW. 
When the Welded part 1 is provided With a loW strength, 

the relationship betWeen compressive load and strain 
(amount of strain) is established With a characteristic curve 
shoWn in FIG. 8. That is, the Welded part 1 has a yield point 
at a small compressive load F. While, When the Welded part 
1 is provided With a high strength, the relationship betWeen 
compressive load and strain is established With characteristic 
curves shoWn in FIGS. 9 and 10. That is, the Welded part 1 
has a yield point at a high compressive load F. Additionally, 
When the Welded part 1 is provided With a normal strength, 
there is established a characteristic curve in the relationship 

betWeen compressive load and strain, as being middle 
betWeen the above characteristic curves at loW and high 
strengths, so that the Welded part 1 has a yield point at an 
intermediate compression load F. As shoWn in FIGS. 8 and 
10, With an increase in the compressive load F, the amount 
of strain changes greatly since its yield point as a boundary. 
NoW, it is assumed that the compressive load F at inspection 
is set to 1500 N, for example. In such a situation, if the 
Welded part 1 has a loW strength (—30%) in Welding condi 
tion, the same part 1 Will be deformed With a large strain, for 
example, about 3.4 mm (see a point A of FIG. 8) While 
exceeding the yield point. While, in the above situation, if 
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6 
the Welded part 1 has a high strength (+50%) in Welding 
condition, the same part 1 Will be elastically deformed With 
a small strain, for example, about 2.2 mm (see a point B of 
FIG. 9) Without exceeding the yield point. That is, under the 
same evaluation situation, there is a great difference in strain 
betWeen the Welded part 1 of loW strength and that of high 
strength. 

This means that if the inspection is carried out at a 

compressive load such that the Welded part 1 of loW strength 
Would be deformed While exceeding the yield point and the 
Welded part 1 of high strength Would be elastically deformed 
Without exceeding the yield point, then detecting of the 
amount of strain alloWs the Welded part 1 to be valuated in 
terms of its Welding condition. 
The above compressive load F at inspection and the strain 

value for judgment Will be determined as folloWs. 
Under a situation that the Welding condition is controlled 

suf?ciently, it is ?rstly performed to produce various Welded 
parts 1 of different Welding conditions (—50%~+100%) by 
changing one or more Welding conditions, such as Welding 
pressure. Next, corresponding to the above evaluation 
degree, it is performed to measure respective yield points of 
the Welded parts 1 and further plot sampling data of yield 
points on a diagram as shoWn in FIG. 11. In FIG. 11, various 
points With marks X denote sampling points. Next, as shoWn 
in FIG. 11, it is performed to make a characteristic curve 
about the relationship betWeen the degree of evaluation for 
the Welding condition (Welding degree) and the yield load. 
Additionally, as shoWn in FIG. 11, the evaluation range for 
the Welding condition is divided into: (D loW-strength Zone 
(—50%~—10%) producing defective products; @ normal 
strength Zone (—10%~+40%); and @ high-strength Zone 
(+40%~+100%) producing nondefective products. Then, the 
breaking strength in the normal-strength Zone @ is estab 
lished as the compressive load at inspection. For example, 
since the breaking strength in the normal-strength Zone @ 
ranges from approx. 1250 N to approx. 1750 N in FIG. 11, 
a compressive load Within this range is established as the 
compressive load F (eg 1500 N) for inspecting the Welding 
degree. Simultaneously, it is carried out to select an appro 
priate value (eg 2.5 mm) Within the range of strain corre 
sponding to the normal-strength Zone @ and further set the 
so-selected value as the strain value for judgment. 
By establishing the so-determined compressive load as 

the compressive load F (eg 1500 N) at inspection, respec 
tive strain values of the Welded parts 1 on production are 
measured. Again noted that if the Welded part 1 is provided 
With a loW strength, then it is deformed While exceeding the 
yield point and that if the Welded part 1 is provided With a 
high strength, then it is deformed Without exceeding the 
yield point, thereby producing a great difference in strain 
betWeen the former Welded part 1 and the latter Welded part 
1. In detail, When the Welding strength of the Welded part 1 
is loW (—30%), the strain value amounts to eg approx. 3.4 
mm (point A) in FIG. 8. While, When the Welding strength 
of the Welded part 1 is high (+50%), the strain value amounts 
to eg approx. 2.2 mm (point B) in FIG. 9. Thus, since the 
Welded part 1 of loW strength is deformed With a strain value 
more than 2.5 mm, it is judged that a product With such a 
Welded part 1 is defective. While, since the Welded part 1 of 
high strength is deformed With a strain value less than 2.5 
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mm, it is judged that a product With such a Welded part 1 is 
nondefective. According to the invention, since a compres 
sive load F for the inspection is so small as to alloW the core 

lines 2 of the nondefective Welded part 1 (high strength) to 
be deformed elastically, the nondefective samples after the 
inspection can be used as formal products. Therefore, it is 
possible to accomplish the total inspection of manufactured 
articles While abolishing the sampling inspection, Whereby 
the nondefective articles after the inspection can be shipped 
as ?nished products. In this Way, according to the present 
invention, it is possible to attain the inspection With high 
reliability Without incurring Waste due to the inspection. 

In the above-mentioned embodiment, there are performed 
steps of: sampling a variety of yield loads corresponding to 
the evaluation degrees of the Welded parts 1 in terms of their 
Welding conditions; making a correspondence data consist 
ing of various evaluations in Welding condition and breaking 
loads of the samples; and establishing a compressive load 
for inspection on the ground of the correspondence data. 
Thus, since the compressive load F for inspection is estab 
lished With high reliability based on the correspondence 
data, it is possible to exclude manufactured articles having 
loW strength in Welding condition certainly. 

In the above-mentioned embodiment, additionally, the 
normal-strength Zone in the evaluation of Welding condition 
is established betWeen the loW-strength Zone and the high 
strength Zone and further, the compressive load F is selected 
from breaking loads Within the normal-strength Zone. Thus, 
oWing to the establishment of one buffer area named “nor 
mal-strength Zone”, the reliability of inspection is so 
improved that it is possible to exclude manufactured articles 
having loW strength in Welding condition certainly. 

Next, the relationship betWeen the area of the tip surface 
3a of the inspection press member 3 and the surface area of 
the Welded part 1 Will be described beloW. The tip surface 3a 
of the inspection press member 3 is formed With an area S 
narroWer than the surface area of the Welded part 1. In the 

shoWn embodiment, the tip surface 3a is smaller than the 
surface 1a of the Welded part 1 lengthWise and crossWise, 
about one-fourth of the surface 1a. 

On completion of the inspection to make the tip surface 3a 
of the inspection press member 3 press the surface 1a of the 
Welded part 1 through the press area S (FIG. 12A), there is 
remained an inspection trace 5 on the surface 1a of the 
Welded part 1, as shoWn in FIG. 12B. Since the inspection 
trace 5 enables an inspection staff (not shoWn) to con?rm 
Whether an article has been inspected or not, it is possible to 
prevent an occurrence of leakage in the inspection. 

Additionally, since the evaluation method of the invention 
alloWs a compressive load at the inspection to be reduced, it 
is possible to miniaturiZe and simplify an inspecting appa 
ratus embodying the method. 

Since the compressive load at the inspection is applied to 
only part of the Welded part 1, it is possible to reduce the 
damage on the Welded part 1 at the inspection. 

FIGS. 13 and 14 are perspective vieWs each shoWing the 
inspection of the Welded parts 1 for the Wires W in different 
Welding forms. As shoWn in FIGS. 13 and 14, it is a matter 
of course that these Welded parts 1 can be inspected in 
evaluation in the same Way as above. 
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Noted that, as shoWn in FIGS. 6, 13 and 14 each, although 

the tip surface 3a of the inspection press member 3 is formed 
to be ?at, the same surface may be rounded in the modi? 
cation. Although the tip of the inspection press member 3 is 
Wedge-shaped, it may be formed to be a circular cone or a 

pyramid. 
Although the evaluation of the Welded part 1 in Welding 

condition is classi?ed Within the range of —50% to +100% 
in the above-mentioned embodiment, the evaluation method 
of the invention may employ the other classi?cation. 

Although the evaluation range for the Welding condition 
is divided into: (D loW-strength Zone (—50%~—10%) pro 
ducing defective products; @ normal-strength Zone 
(—10%~+40%); and @high-strength Zone (+40%~+100%) 
in the above-mentioned embodiment, of course, the classi 
?cation may be altered in terms of numerical value and 
range While depending on the required quality of products. 
Furthermore, regarding the compressive load for inspection 
and the strain value for judgment, they may be appropriately 
altered dependently on the required quality of products. 
Although a plurality of Wires W are connected to each 

other through the Welded part 1 that is estimated in Welding 
condition in the above-mentioned embodiment, the present 
invention is applicable to the evaluation of a Welded part 
formed betWeen conductive members. 

Further, although the evaluation method of the invention 
is directed to the evaluation of the Welded part 1 obtained by 
ultrasonic Welding, of course, the present invention is appli 
cable to the evaluation of a Welded part formed by the other 
hot-Welding. 
As mentioned above, in a defective Welded part having its 

Welding condition of loW strength, Welded elements forming 
the Welded part are arranged roughly, so that the Welded part 
reaches a yield point by a small compressive load. While, in 
a nondefective Welded part having its Welding condition of 
high strength, Welded elements forming the Welded part are 
arranged closely, so that the Welded part reaches a yield 
point by a large compressive load. Corresponding to such a 
difference in compressive load causing a yield betWeen the 
defective Welded part and the nondefective Welded part, 
there is a great difference in strain value corresponding to the 
compressive load about the yield point therebetWeen. There 
fore, according to the present invention, While making use of 
such a characteristic difference betWeen the defective 
Welded part and the nondefective Welded part, since the 
evaluation is carried out at a compressive load such that the 
defective Welded part of loW strength Would be deformed 
While exceeding its yield point and the nondefective Welded 
part of high strength Would be elastically deformed Without 
exceeding its yield point, it is possible to estimate the 
Welding condition of one Welded part by detecting its 
amount of strain (or strain value) under the compressive 
load. Further, since this compressive load for the inspection 
is so small as to alloW the Welded elements of the nonde 

fective Welded part to be deformed elastically, all of the 
articles equipped With the nondefective Welded parts after 
the inspection can be used as formal products, Whereby it is 
possible to inspect all of manufactured articles in Welding 
evaluation. Thus, the present evaluation method does not 
incur Waste due to inspection, With high reliability. 
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The scope of the invention is de?ned With reference to the 
following claims. 
What is claimed is: 
1. A method for evaluating a Welded part, comprising: 
sampling information about yield loads corresponding to 

Welding degrees of a plurality of Welded parts in their 
Welding conditions; 

making a correspondence data including the Welding 
degrees and the corresponding yield loads; 

searching a relationship betWeen the Welding degrees and 
the yield loads and determining a compressive load for 
inspection on the ground of the searched relationship; 

applying the determined compressive load for inspection 
on the Welded part; 

measuring an amount of strain of the Welded part When 
the determined compressive load is applied thereon; 
and 

evaluating the Welding condition of the Welded part by 
judging Whether or not the measured amount of strain 
on measurement is included in a predetermined range. 

2. The method for evaluating the Welded part as claimed 
in claim 1, Wherein the determined compressive load is 
applied on a part of the surface of the Welded part. 

3. The method for evaluating the Welded part as claimed 
in claim 1, Wherein the determined compressive load is 
applied on the Welded part through an inspection press 
member that is adapted so as to press the surface of the 
Welded part. 
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4. The method for evaluating the Welded part as claimed 

in claim 1, Wherein 
there are established, as the Welding degrees of the Welded 

parts, a loW-strength Zone Where Welded elements 
forming the Welded part are arranged roughly, a high 
strength Zone Where Welded elements forming the 
Welded part are arranged closely, and a normal-strength 
Zone Where Welded elements forming the Welded part 
are arranged With an intermediate density betWeen the 
loW-strength Zone and the high-strength Zone, and 

the compressive load for inspection is determined Within 
a range of yield loads of the Welded parts included in 
the normal-strength Zone. 

5. The method for evaluating the Welded part as claimed 
in claim 1, Wherein the Welded part has a plurality of Wires 
Welded With each other. 

6. The method for evaluating the Welded part as claimed 
in claim 1, Wherein the Welded part is formed by means of 
ultrasonic Welding. 

7. The method for evaluating the Welded part as claimed 
in claim 3, Wherein the inspection press member is provided 
With a Wedge-shaped tip. 

8. The method for evaluating the Welded part as claimed 
in claim 3, Wherein the inspection press member is provided 
With a rounded tip. 


